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e
were the Son of God, He must have known this,

that, or the other " : why that " must " ? What
right has that word on our lips ? Who are we
that we should presume to say under wliat con-
ditions, if it please God to become man, the divine
self-revelation shall take place ? It argues, as
Butler would say, the most amazing " shortness
of thought," for beings such as we are to imagine
for one moment that we are competent to determine
beforehand what shall or shall not be involved in
such an act as the Incarnation of the Son of God.
Let us tell ourselves plainly that these a priori
assumptions, which some of us make and maintain
with such cheerful confidence, are gratuitous
impertinences, and that, until we abandon -them,
all our thinking on these high themes will be but
a restless pacing to and fro within an intellectual
cul-de-sac. What cc must be " or " must not be,"
where God is involved, is a matter upon which the
wisest of us is not entitled to so much even as an
opinion. Speculation on that matter will carry
us no nearer to the truth than running up the front
staircase will take us nearer to the stars. No;
instead of vainly discussing what must have been,
let us patiently and humbly seek to learn what
was ; and when we have found the facts, let us give
all diligence to fit our language faithfully to them.
All of which, being interpreted and applied to the